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may be separate components which are hinged or othenwise suitably connected to the 
legs 18. (Column 1, lines 67 to column 2, line 2). In addition, connector members 2^i 
are secured to the lower ends of the lens 24 and permit transverse or rotational 
movement about the legs 18. 

Claim 1 requires a pair of temples to be hingedly secured to a respective leni! 
support "near a bottom of said frame. . . Kneier does not describe or teach such ii 
stmcture. As illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2, the temples 14 are either extensions of tho 
legs 18 or are hinged to the legs 18. There Is no teaching that the temples 14 an» 
hinged "near a bottom" of the legs 18. Instead, each temple 14 is an extension of a le<] 
18. Said another way, the legs 18 of Kneier do not constitute a "frame". 

Claim 1 further requires a nose piece "for resting on a nose of a user with sal|J 
lens supports spaced from the eyes of the user to pemnit access... laterally of said framij 
for the application of makeup.'. Clearly, Kneier does not describe or teach access to 
the eyes of a user from the side. 

Note is made of the Examiner's allegation that Kneier does not prohibit a user t> 
apply makeup to the eyes by moving the noseplece 16 along the nose to provide la 
sufficient space for the application of makeup. Issue is taken in this respect. Clearly, a s 
shown in Figs. 1 and 2, the temples 14 hook about the ears of the user. Accordingl\ , 
the user cannot move the noseplece 16 fonwardly along the nose in order to space th s 
lenses 24 from the eyes of the user. Thus, |<neier does prohibit the user from moving 
the noseplece along the nose. 

In view of the above, a rejection of claim 1 as being unpatentable over Kneier i s 
not warranted pursuant to the provisions of 35 USC 103. 

Claims 2 to 9 depend fi^om claim 1 and are believed to be allowable for similar 
reasons. 

Claim 2 further requires that "each lens support has a greater height than widti 
thereof. In Kneier : the connector members 26 do not have a greater height than width. 
Accordingly, a rejection of claim 2 as being unpatentable over Kneier Is not wan-ante J 
pursuant to the provisions of 35 USC 103. 

Claim 3 requires that each temple be hingedly secured to a respective suppot 
"on an axis inclined to a vertical plane". There is no such teaching in Kneier. 
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Accordingly, a rejection of claim 3 as being unpatentable over |<Qgier Is not warrante<ji 
pursuant to the provisions of 35 USC 103. 

Claim 4 depends from claim 3 and further requires "a mounting block on eaclji 
said support having a respective temple hingedly mounted thereon". ISnejer is void 
any such teaching. Accordingly, a rejection of claim 4 as being unpatentable ov^r 
Kneier is not warranted pursuant to the provisions of 35 USC 103. 

Claim 10 contains recitations similar to daim 1 and is believed to be allowable fcjr 
similar reasons. 

Claim 11 depends from claim 10 and contains recitations similar to dalm 2. Fdr 
reasons as expressed above with respect to claims 1 and 2, a rejection of claim 11 as 
being unpatentable over Kneier is not warranted pursuant to the provisions of 35 USO 
103, 

Note is made to the objection to the temi "selective" in claim 10. However, it 
submitted that the term is appropriate in Indicating that the diopter for the lenses may 
selected from one or more sizes. Use of the tenri "predetermined" would Imply 
there is only one diopter that can be used. 

The remaining references have been reviewed; however, neither is believed 
be further pertinent to the claimed stniCture tal<en alone or in combination. 

The application Is believed to be in condition for allowance and such 
respectfully requested. 
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